OHIO PUBLIC WORKS COMMISSION
65 East State Street, Suite 312
Columbus, Ohio 43215
(614) 466-0880

APPLICATION FOR FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE
Revised 6/90 C A 7 /_5"

"IMPORTANT: Applicant should consuilt the "Instructions for Compleiion of Project Application”
for assistance in the proper completion of this form.

APPLICANT NAME Delhi Township
STREET 934 Neeb Road
CITY/ZIP Cincinnati, Ohio 45238

PROJECT NAME Chantilly éubdivision Reconstruction
PROJECT TYPE Street Reconstruction

TOTAL COST $  992,049.00

DISTRICT NUMBER 2

COUNTY HAMILTON

PROJECT LOCATION ZIP CODE 45238

DISTRICT FUNDING RECOMMENDATION
To be completed by the District Committee ONLY

RECOMMENDED AMOUNT OF FUNDING: $892,844

FUNDING SOURCE (Check Only One):

State Issue 2 District Allocation __ State Issue 2 Small Government Fund
_X_ Grant ___ State Issue 2 Emergency Funds

Loan ___ Local Transportation Improvement Fund
Loan Assistance

FOR OPWC USE ONLY

OPWC PROJECT NUMBER: OPWC FUNDING AMOUNT: $



1.0 APPLICANT INFORMATION

1.4

1.5

CHIEF EXECUTIVE
OFFICER

TITLE

STREET

CITY/ZIP
PHONE
FAX

CHIEF FINANCIAL
OFFICER

TITLE

STREET

CiTY/ZP
PHONE
FAX

PROJECT MGR
TITLE
STREET

CITY/ZIP
PHONE
FAX

PROJECT CONTACT

TITLE
STREET

CITY/ZIP
PHONE
FAX

DISTRICT LIAISON
TITLE
STREET

CITY/ZIP
PHONE.
FAX

Nicholas J. LaScalea

Chief Executive Officer - Trustee

934 Neeb Road

Cincinnati, Ohio

45233

( 513 )
( 5i3 )

822- 3111
922- 9315

Robert A. Bedinghaus

Chief Financial Officer - Clerk

934 Neeb Road

Cincinnati, Ohio

45233

( 513 )
( 513 )

922- 3111
922- 8315

Robert W. Bass

Project Manager - Highway Supt.

665 Neeb Road

Cincinnati, Ohio

45233

( 513 )
( 513 )

922- 8609
922~ 8635

Robert W. Bass

Project Manager - Highway Supt.

665 Neeb Road

Cincinnati, Ohio

45233
( 513 ) 922- B609
( 513 ) 922- 8635

Joseph Cottrill

District Liaison

Room 700-Cty Adm Bldg-138 E Court St

Cincinnati, Ohio

45233
( 513 ) 632- 8540
( 513 ) 723- 9748




2.0 PROJECT INFORMATION

IMPORTANT:

2.1

2.2

IMPORTANT:

2.3

If project is multi-jurisdictional in nature, information must be consolidated for
completion of this section.

PROJECT NAME: Chantilly Subdivision Reconstruction

BRIEF PROJECT DESCRIPTION - (Sections A through D):

A. SPECIFIC LOCATION: These four streets are located in the Chantilly Woods
Subdivision which is in south central Delhi Township.
These streets are : Ballantrae Court, from Glenoaks Drive
to dead end; Chantilly Drive, from Glenoaks Drive to Mt.
Alverno; Grosspointe Lane from dead end to dead end,
Charing Cross, from Chantilly to dead end. Sireets listed
are approximately 1/3 of the largest subdivision in Delhi
Township.

B. PROJECT COMPONENTS: Project includes full depth reconstruction of the entire
road surface, subgrade recompaction, underdrains, a 13"
stone subbase, a 3" course of base asphalt with a 2" lift
of surface asphalt and concrete curbs. Sidewalk repair
included where needed.

C. PHYSICAL DIMENSIONS/CHARACTERISTICS: Roadways are 25 fi. wide with
asphalt overlaying concrete. Streets are approximately 35
years old. Pavements are in poor condition with standing
water on surface and some localized flooding. Current
overlays mask severe subgrade deficiencies.

D. DESIGN SERVICE CAPACITY:

Detail shall be included regarding current service capacity vs. proposed service level.

If road or bridge project, include ADT. |f water or wastewater project, include current

residential rates based on monthly usage of 7,756 gallons per household.

Design isfor maximum service dueto extensivework being
performed onthesubgradeanddrainage systems, thenew
curb and gutter and the new pavement.

REQUIRED SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION

(Photographs/Additional Description; Capital Improvements Report; Priority List; 5-year
plan; 2-year Maintenance of Effort report, etc.) Also discuss the number of temporary
and/or fulltime jobs which are likely to be created as a result of this project. Attach



3.0 PROJECT FINANCIAL INFORMATION

3.1 PROJECT ESTIMATED COSTS (Round to Nearest Dollar):

a) Project Engineering Costs:

1. Preliminary Engineering $ N/A

2. Final Design $ N/A

3. Construction Supervision $ N/A
b) Acquisition Expenses

1. Land $ N/A

2. Right-of-Way $ NA
c) Construction Costs $ 938,099.00
d) Equipment Costs $ N/A '
e) Other Direct Expenses 3 N/A
f) Contingencies $ 53,950.00

g} TOTAL ESTIMATED COSTS $ 992,049.00

3.2 PROJECT FINANCIAL RESOURCES (Round to nearest Dollar and Percent)

Dollars %

a) Local In-Kind Contributions* $ _N/A
b) l.ocal Public Revenues $ 99,205.00 10%
c) Local Private Revenues $__N/A
d) Other Public Revenues

1. ODOT $ N/A

2 FMHA $ N/A

3 OEPA 5 N/A

4, OWDA $ _N/A

5. CDBG $ N/A

6. Other $ N/A
e) OPWGC Funds

1. Grant $ 892,844.00 90%

2. Loan $ 0.00

3. Loan Assistance $ 0.00
f) TOTAL FINANCIAL RESOURCES $_992,049.00 100%

*If the required local match is to be 100% In-Kind Contributions, list source of funds to be used for
retainage purposes:

3.3 AVAILABILITY OF LOCAL FUNDS

Indicate the status of all local share funding sources listed in section 3.2(a) through
3.4(c). In addition, if funds are coming from sources listed in section 3.2(d), the
following information must be attached to this application:

1} The date the funds are available;

2) Verification of funds in the form of an agency approval letter or agency
project number. Please include the name and number of the agency
contact person.



3.4 PREPAID ITEMS

Definitions:

Cost - Total cost of the Prepaid ltem.

Cost Item - Non-construction costs, including preliminary engineering, final design,
acquisition expenses (land or right-of-way).

Prepaid - Cost items (non-construction costs directly related to the project paid prior
to receipt of fully executed Project Agreement from OPWC.

Resource Category - Source of funds (see section 3.2)

Verification - Invoice(s) and copies of warrant(s) used to for prepaid costs accompanied

by Project Manager's Certification (see section 1.4).

IMPORTANT: Verification of all prepaid items shall be attached to this project application.

COST ITEM RESQURCE CATEGORY COST
1) | s__
2) $
TOTAL OF PREPAID [TEMS $ N/A

3.5 REPAIR/REPLACEMENT or NEW/EXPANSION

This sections need only be completed if the Project is funded by SI2 funds:

TOTAL PORTION OF PROJECT REPAIR/REPLACEMENT $ 992,049.00
State Issue 2 Funds for Repair/Replacement $ 892.844.00
(Not to exceed 90%)

TOTAL PORTION FOR PROJECT NEW/EXPANSION $ 0.00
State Issue 2 Funds for New/Expansion $ 0.00
(Not to exceed 50%)

1.0 PROJECT SCHEDULE

ESTIMATED ESTIMATED
START DATE COMPLETE DATE
4.1 ENGR. DESIGN 01/ 02/93 10/ 01 /93
4.2 BID PROCESS 10/ 11 /93 11/ 08 /93

4.3 CONSTRUCTION 11/ 25/93 06/ 30/95




5.0 APPLICANT CERTIFICATION
The Applicant Certifies That;

As the official representative of the Applicant, the undersigned certifies that: (1) he/she is legally
empowered to represent the applicant in both requesting and accepting financial assistance as
provided under Chapter 164 of the Ohio Revised Code and 164-1 of the Ohio Administrative Code;
(2) that to the best of his/her knowledge and belief, all representations that are a part of this
application are true and correct; (3) that all official documents and commitments of the applicant that
are a part of this application have been duly authorized by the governing body of the Applicant; (4)
and, should the requested financial assistance be provided, that in the execution of this project, the
Applicant will comply with all assurances required by Ohio law, including those involving minority
business utilization, Buy Ohio, and prevailing wages.

IMPORTANT: Applicant certifies that physical construction on the project as defined in this
application has not begun, and will not begin, until a Project Agreement on this
project has been issued by the Ohio Public Works Commission. Action to the
contrary is evidence that OPWC funds are not necessary to complete this project.

IMPORTANT: In the event of a project cost underrun, applicant understands that the identified
local match share (sections 3.2(a) through 3.2(c)) will be paid in full toward
completion of this project. Unneeded OPWC funds will be returned to the
funding source from which the project was financed.

Nicholas J. LaScalea - Chief Executive Officer (Township Trustes)
Certifying Representative (Type Name and Title)

Tetol), I fofoi Vo

Signature/Dafe Sigried

Applicant shall check each of the statements below, confirming that ail required infarmation is included in this application:

X A five-year Capital Improvements Report as required in 164-1-31 of the Ohio Administrative Code and
a fwo-year Maintenance of Local Effort Report as required In 164-1-12 of the Ohic Administrative
Caode,

X A registered professional engineer's eslimate of useful life as *equired in 164-1-13 of the Ohio

Administrative Code. Estimate shall contain engineer's original seal and signature,

h.S A registered professional engineer's estimate of cost as required in 164-1-14 and 164-1-16 of the Ohio
Administrative Code. Estimate shall contain engineer's original seal and signature.

X A certified copy of the legislation by the governing body of the applicant authorizing a designated
official to submit this application and to execute contracts,
YES A copy of the cooperation agreement(s) {for projects invelving more than one subdivision or district).
X N/A
YES Copies of all invoices and warrants for those items identified as "prepaid” in section 4.4 of this

X N/A application.



6.0 DISTRICT COMMITTEE CERTIFICATION

The District Integrating Commiffee for Distict Number 2 Certifies
That:

As the official representative of the District Public Works Integrating Committee,
the undersigned hereby certifies: that this appllcation for financial assistance
as provided under Chapter 164 of the Ohlo Revised Code has been duly
selected by the appropriate body of the Distict Public Works Integrating
Committee; that the project’s selection was based entirely on an objective,
District-oriented sef of project evaluation criteria and selection methodology
that are fully refiective of and In conformance with Ohlo Revised Code
Sections 164.05, 164.06, and 164.14, and Chapter 1641 of the Ohlo
Adminishrative Code; and that the amount of financlal assistance hereby
recommended has been prudently derived in consideration of ol other
financlal resources avallable to the project. As evidence of the District’s due
consideration of required project evaludation criteriq, the results of this project’s
ratings under such criteria are attached to this application.

William W. Brayshaw, Chairman, District 2 Integrating Committee
Cerifying Representdaiive (Type Name ond Title)

M@Z_ML 34/-93
Signature/Date Signed




SI2P-ROUND 5

26-JAN-19593

202 203 n1 304 304 403 404 452 603 604 504 6504 504 608
ITEM PAVEMENT DER BIT. AGG. #2 LIME AC. SCR. AC. SUR. PPC CONCRETE 12= C.B. SAN, M.H. STM. M.H. w.v. 5" CON.

REHOVAL cuT BASE STONE STONE COURSE CQURSE PAVEMENT(7") PIPE RECOCN RECON RECON RECON WALR

HEASURE 5.Y. C.X. c.Y. C.XY. C.Y. C.Y. c.Y. S.Y. L.F. EA. EA. Eh. EA. S.F.

COST 5.00 10.00 65.00 Jo.od 30.00 55.00 35.00 50.00 25.00 700.00 25¢.00 ioo.0oa0 300.00 3.00

UMBER STREET

1 BALLENTRAE 2500.00 834.00 333.00 §25.00 209.00 56.00 56.00 600.00 i00.00 .00 2.00 4.00 1.00 3600.00
SUBTOTAL 12500.00 8340.00 21545.00 18750.00 §270.00 A080.00 3080.00 34000.00 2500.00 4200.00 500.040 1200.00 300,00 10800.00
2 CHANTILLY 7920.00 2640.00 1056 .00 1980.00 660.00 176.00 176.00 450.00 550.00 15.00 12.00 7.00 9.00 §705.00
SUBTOTAL 19600.00 26400.00 6§89640.00 59400.00 19800.00 3680.00 9680.00 40500.00 13750.00 10500.00 3000.00 2100.00 0.00 17115.00
| GROSSEPOINTE 4000.00 1325.00 §29.00 990.00 330.00 88.00 88.00 350.00 400,00 8,00 6,00 4.00 1.00 5708.00
SUBTOTAL 20000.00 131250.00 34385.00 25704.00 9900.00 4844.00 4840.00 31500.00 10000.00 5600.00 1500.00 1200.00 300.04 17124.00
4 CHARING CROSS 710,00 240.00 94.00 180.00 50.00 20.00 20.00 50.00 75.00 1.00 o.co o.0a 1.00 1110.00
SUBTOTAL 3550.00 2400.00 6110.00 5400.400 1800.00 1100.00 1100.00 4500.00 1875.00 700.00 0.00 0.00 300.00 3330.00

LUMP SUH 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.4ao 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.co

SUBTOTAL 0.00 a.00 0.00 g.ao0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 2.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 a.00
CONTINGENCIES 0.00 1000.00 200.00 100.00 100.00 50.00 50.00 75.00 100.00 Q.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 2000.049
SUBTOTAL 0.00 10000,00 13000.00 3000.00 3004.00 2750.00 2750.00 6750,00 2500.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 5000.00
TOTAL QUANTITY 15130.00 §039.00 2212.00 3p75.00 135%.040 3s0.00 390.00 1525.00 1225.00 30.00 20.00 15.00 l.00 18123.00
75650.00 650390.04 142780.00 116250.00 40770.00 21450.00 21450,00 137250.00 30625.00 21000,.00 3qo0.00 4500.00 g00.00 54369.00

USEFUL LIFE: THIS IS TO CERTIFY THAT UPON SATISFACTORY COMPLETION OF THIS WORX, THE USEFUL LIFE OF THE STREETS
ON THIS PROJECT WILL BE AT LEAST 20 YEARS.

SIGNED: \m&&&%% §m.m. rs




5I2P-ROUND 5

26-JAN-1993
609 614 619 6550 SPL SPL 5PL
ITEM CURB & MAINTATN FIELD 50D DOWN ROAD UNDER- TOTALS
GUTTER TRAFFIC OFFICE SPOUTS FABRIC DRAINS
MEASURE L.F. ‘L.S. L.S. 5.¥. L.F. 5.Y. L.F.
CosT 7.00 10000.00 10000.00 5.00 7.00 2.00 10.00
JHMBER STREET
1 BALLENTRAE 1800.00 0.00 o.00 400,00 245.00 2500.00 1800.00
SUBTOTAL 12600.00 0.0Q o.ocg 2000.00 1715.00 5000.00 18000.00 186480.00
2 CHANTILLY 5705.00 0.00 a.ao 1270.00 400.00 7922.00 3704.00
SUBTOTAL 35935,00 0,00 a,00 6350.00 2800.00 15844.00 57040.00 442134.00
k] GROSSEPOTHTE 2854.00 0.00 0.00 §40.00 215.00 3964.00 2854.00
SUBTOTAL 13978.00 0.00 0.00 3200.00 chw.aa 7328.00 28540.00 2452590.00
4 CHARING CROSS 550.00 o.00 0.00 112.00 100.00 710.00 550.00
SUBTOTAL 1850.00 Q.00 0.00 550.00 T00.00 1420.00 5500.00 44195.00
LUMP SUM 0.00 1.00 l1.00 0.00 0.00 .00 0.00
SUBTOTAL 2.00 lg0a0.00 1loco0.00 o.o00 0,00 ¢.00 0.00 20040.00
CONTINGENCIES l00.00 G.00 o.00 200.00 100.00 400.0Q 100.00
SUBTOTAL 700.00 0.00 0.00 100¢.00 700.00 800.00 10qQ0.00 53350.00
TOTAL QUANTITY 11009.00 1.00 L.00 2622.00 1060.00 15496.00 11008.00 992049.00
77063.00 10000.00 10000.00 13110.00 7420.00 30952.00 110080.00 199204%.400



RORD MRINTENANCE
665 Neea Rorp

DeH TownNsHIP
Civonnam, OHio 45233

STATUS OF FUNDS

P, OHIO

ApminsTRATIVE OFFICES
Fire DeprrtmenT
Pouce DerARTMENT
Rorp DeprATMeNT
Derrrtment OF
DeveLopmenT Seavices

513/929-3111
513/929-2011
513/922-0060
513/922-8609

513/928-3111

This is to certify that Delhi Townships portion of the funding for
this project will become available on January 1, 1993.

Robert A/f Bedinghaus
Township//Clerk & Chief Financial Officer
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DEWHI T

ROAD MAINTENANCE RominisTaRTveE OFFtces
665 Neea Rosn Fire DepamimenT
Deaw TownsHp Pouce DeprATMENT
Civownem, OHio 45233 RoAp Depratment

Deprriment Or
Devaopment Seavices

513/922.3111
513/922-2011
513/922-0060
513/922-8609

513/922-3111

Resolution 92-

Trustee Franke moved and Trustee LaScalea seconded to apply to the
District 2 Integrating Committee for the below mentioned projects
and to appoint Nicholas J. LaScalea as Chief Executive Officer,
Robert A. Bedinghaus as Chief Financial Officer and Robert W. Bass
as Project Manager.

Projects belng requested for Issue 2 Infrastructure Bond Funding
for Round Six:

1.) Chantilly Subdivision Reconstruction $ 1,480,860.00
2.) Ivyhill Subdivision Reconstruction 5 522,000.00
3.) Covedale West Street Reconstruction $ 712,000.00
4.) Halidonhill/Glenoaks Reconstruction S 541,000.00
5.) Mt. Alverno Estates Reconstruction $ 1,595,000.00
6.) Pontius Estates Reconstruction [ 668,000.00
7.) Mapleton/Groton Reconstruction S 189,000.00
Grand Total $§ 5,707,860.00

Trustees Franke and ILaScalea voted aye at roll call. Motion
Carried.

T ———— —— iy ————— T ——— T _— T " — ————————— T Him ] ———————— ] —" . . . E S A A Sk bk 4 A S S

Certificate of Clerk

It is hereby certified that the foregoing is a true and correct
copy ©of a resolution adopted by the Delhi Township Board of
Trustees in session on September 23, 1992.

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand this 23rd day of
September, 1992.




THOMAS E. FERGUSON
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DELEl Township 09/01/92
Department of Roads Maintenance Page 239
Pavement Management System
Road Inventory Form
S| Road Section: 248.00 inventory Date: 02/26/90
E
C| Name: GLENOAKS DRIVE Complated By: MEB
T
I| From: GLENOAKS DRIVE #360 0.0 Jurisdiction: Township
L)
N| To:  BALLENTRAE COURT 0.0 Length (ft): 901.3
a
E| Direction to: Subdivision: CHANTILLY Classification: Main
N
E| R.O.W Width: 50.0 ft Traval Lanes: 2
R
Al Type Of Median: Parking Lanes: 1
L
P| Pavement Type: Composite width: 25.0 £t Num. of Layeras: 0O
A
v Pavement Layer Type Thickness Date Constructed
E - [ - —E—— e ceemsmmm s mm s e e e o o e e
0.0 / /7
M
E
N
T| Area(yard?): 2503.61 Features:
5
H Type Width (in) Type Width (in)
o —_——— mmree———— C ———— eee———e—
u u
L| Left Special 12.00 R| Left 0.00
D B
E| Right Special 12.00 Right 0.00
R
s
T|! Num. of Culverts: 0 T| Average Daily Traffic (ADT): 1362
R R
Ul Num. of Bridges: C Al % Trucks: 1.0 Bus Route: N
c F
T{ Num. of Storm Sewer Inlets: 0 F| Study: Estimate Year: 19930
u I
R; Num. of Railroad Crossings: 0O C| Num. of Traffic Higns: 0
E
Num. of Manholes: Left: 7 Right: 0 Total: 7
u
T Buried Overhead Distance from Laft Right
I centerline (ft):
L| Electrical Cables: N N 0.00 0.00
I| Telephone Cables: N N 0.00 0.00
T| Water Lines: 0.00 0.00
I| Gas Lines: 0.00 0.00
E| Sewer Lines: 0.00 0.00
S| Fire Hydrants: 0.00 0.00
Other: 0.00 0.00

Remarks:



09/21/92 14:16:58 Composite Pavement Condition Rating Form
SEEEEEEECEEEEEBbEEbEEtbEEcEEEcEtBEEatEEtEEBEEBtsbBBBBEPBbadBBBsBeBBEEdabcagsset

4 Road section: 248.00 H
o Name: GLENOAKS DRIVE Jurisdiction: Township Length: 901.3 £t =
H From: GLENOAKS DRIVE #360 - 0.0 To: BALLENTRAE COURT - 0.0 a
O Direction: Survey Date: 06/15/92 H
=Tttt ot et b et R T e R o ot e e e e e e e o T
X Maintenance Rating: 0 % Curb Deterioration: 0 H
X Ride Quality Index: 3 Rated By: DAS Consult, Inc. - Kumax H
e EEEEaE0BEEER0EEEE08EEEECECEEEcEEtBEcBECBEcEsEtEtBEtEcaEcBEcsEEcEBBBBBgtBea
X Distress Type Severity Extent/Deduct ValueH
3 <]
H Swell 2 4 40 ®H
2 Bond Loss 0 0 0 H
M Reflective Cracking 2 4 25 R
. Slippage Cracking 0 0 0 x
X Weathering & Ravelling 2 4 20 X
1 =1
o) jui
I i
< <
X Extent Key: 0 = 0% 1 =1-5% 2 = 6-25% 3 = 26-50% 4 = 51-100% H
X Severity Key: 0 = None 1 = Low 2 = Moderate 3 = High PCI = 15 =

RBEEEECEEEECEE6E8EEEEEEcEEEtBEcEcEEEEcEcEcnEBtatBtdtassdchittBttBEBBbbatBEEY
Record the PCI value and press any key to continue...

09/21/92 14:17:00 Composite Pavement Condition Rating Form
SEEEEEEEECCEEEEEEEttEcEEtcEttEctEctEBtEsbEcbEERnBBEBBtBdsBsBBaBEsEB BB BsBEEEE
H Road section: 248.00 PCI: 15 RQI: 3 X
< Name: GLENOAKS DRIVE Jurisdiction: Township  Length: 901.3 ft H
H From: GLENOAKS DRIVE #360 - 0.0 To: BALLENTRAE COURT - 0.0 =
X Direction: Survey Date: 06/15/92 =
S e B EEEEEERECEECEEEEEECECEEBEaEcEEEEcEtBteRtcrbaLcretEnEtetpatpEbBBBBEE BeeaH
H PCI Other Considerations Options Strategy™
.3 X
< 96-100 No distress ——-————————rmmmu e e e e Al H
X 76-95 None -—=—=—--———— e e A H
1 61~75 Normal / Small amount of surface distress =——-~ww~w A H
a Mostly surface distress —--——--——————;—mememmmeem B R
1 51-60 Mostly surface distress ----—-——=====- ————————————— B X
2 Distress evenly balanced ~=~w=m=mm——e————————————— C X
o Mostly structural distress / Very rough (RQI < 2) D =
1 41-50 Relatively smooth (RQI >= 3) —=————mmemmommem - c X
o Rough (RQI <= 2)====———m e e e D =
- 26-40 Relatively smooth to rough (RQI >= 2) —=--———ee—o D H
o Very rough (RQI < 2) = e e e e e e e e E H
< 01-25 NONE == e e e e e e e e e e e e e E E H
1 Al = No Maintenance A = Routine Maintenance B = Periodic Maintenance *
X C = Deferred Action D = Rehabilition E = Reconstruction X

ABEEE8c8EE8cEcEBc80EctEE ttEcBtcEEcEEBcBEcEBEpEREBBBBBBEBB B sBaBEdbsEBBBBbBEEER
Record the strategy and press <enter> to continue...



DELHAI Township
Department of Roads Maintenance
Pavement Mapagement System

09/01/92
Page 240

Road Inventory Form

S| Road Section: 248.10 Inventory Date: !/

B

C; Name: GLENOAKS DRIVE Completed By:

T

I| From: GLENOAKS DRIVE #360 0.0 Jurisdiction: Township

o

N To: MT.ALVERNG - 0.0 Length (ft): 0.0

G

E| Direction to: North Subdivision: Claspification: Local

N

E| R.0O.W Width: 0.0 £t Travel Lanes: 0

R

A| Type Of Median: None Parking Lanes: 0

L

P| Pavement Type: Rigid Width: 0.0 ft Num. of Layers: 0O

A

A Pavement Layer Type Thickness Date Constructed

E ______________ m——— | eemmsemmemeses e e ——— s ———— ——— ——

0.0 !/ /7

M

E

N

T| Area(yard?): 0.00 Features: TO BE MEASURED AT LATER DATE

S

H Type Width (in) Type Width (in)

Q ——— = e e o o e o C ———— e ——————

U u

L| Left Asphalt G.00 R| Left 0.00

D B

E( Right Asphalt 0.00 Right 0.00

R

5

T| Num. of Culverts: 0O T| Average Daily Traffic (ADT): O

R . R

U! Num. of Bridges: v} Al % Trucks: 0.0 Bus Route: N

C F

T| Num. of Storm Sewer Inlets: 0 F| Btudy: Estimate Year: 0

u I

R| Num. of Railroad Cromsings: 0 C| Num. of Traffic Bigns: 0

E
Num. of Manholes: Left: 0 Right: 0 Total: o

U

T Buried Overhead Distance from Left Right

1 centerline (ft):

L| Electrical cables: N N 0.00 0.00

I| Telephone Cables: N N 0.00 0.00

T{ Water Lines: 0.00 0.00

I| Gas Lines! 0.00 0.00

E| Sewer Linest 0.00 0.00

5| Fire Hydrants: 0.00 0.00
Other: 0.00 0.00

Remarks:



09/21/92 14:17:52 Rigid Pavement Condition Rating Form
SEEEEECBEEEEEEEEEEEEtEctectettEEBELBBsEbsEEBBEEBBEEEEBEcBBBBBBEBBBBBBBBBBBBBAEB4AE

H Road section: 248.10 H
X Name: GLENOAKS DRIVE Jurisdiction: Township  Length: 0.0 ft =
H From: GLENOAKS DRIVE #360 - 0.0 To: MT.ALVERNO ~ 0.0 !
X Direction: North Survey Date: 06/10/92 H
HEEEEcb8C8EEE8EEBEEEEt0bcaEcEtRbBBBsBdBEsEsEEEtBBsEEtsaEEBBbBBBBBEEcBBBBBBB8aa8H
X Maintenance Rating: 0 % Curb Deterioration: 0 H
R Ride Quality Index: 3 Rated By: DAS Consult Inc. -- EKumar H
HMggeseesttatiessceccctstatttbrisaetBissstitissssst8888888888888888888888888881
X Distress Type Severity Extent/Deduct ValueX
=4 H
" Durability "D" Cracking 1 4 20 =
X Spalling 2 4 15 H
X Crazing or Map Cracking 2 3 10 H
R Longitudinal & Transverse Cracking 2 4 15 =
X Pumping 0 0 0 =
X Faulting 2 4 25 X
o o
o ot
It bod
X Extent Key: 0 = 0% 1=1-5% 2 = 6-25% 3 = 26-50% 4 = 51-100% X
i Severity Key: 0 = None 1 = Low 2 = Moderate 3 = High PCI = 15 =

BB EEEEL8E 00088088 BEEEEEEeREBEctEBBBEEBEBBBBsBbEsteaBBEBEcBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBAEY
Record the PCI value and press any key to continue...

09/21/92 14:17:55 Rigid Pavement Condition Rating Form
cEBEEEEEEEEEctEEEBBEcttEBEEtBBEBEREBBtBEtBEBBaBBEBsBBEEBBstBEEEEBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBEAE
X Road section: 248.10 PCI: 15 RQI: 3 a
2 Name: GLENOAKS DRIVE Jurisdiction: Township  Length: 0.0 ft ®
" From: GLENOAKS DRIVE #360 - 0.0 To: MT.ALVERNO - 0.0 H
X Direction: North Survey bate: 06/10/92 X
AEEEEEEEE8EcE8B88BEotEEc EsL8tt8pbpBBRR8B8BE8E 88888088 8BBBBBBEBBBBBBBBBBBEEK
X PCI Other Considerations Options StrategyX
o =i
H 96-100 No distress =——————————emmem e Al =
a1 76-95 None ———-——————— e A H
< 61-75 Normal / Small amount of surface distress —---—---- A H
a Mostly surface distress ——-—————-—;mreeemmeem B o
4 51-60 Mostly surface distress —-—-—-———=—--——cmmmmmmn B H
o Distress evenly balanced —-----~-eommommmmmae———— C H
2 Mostly structural distress / Very rough (RQI < 2) D H
1 41-50 Relatively smooth (RQI >= 3) ————mmewemmcmmee o c X
a Rough (RQI <= 2)-==---——m e D X
1 26-40 Relatively smooth to rough (RQI >= 2) ———---e———- D X
H Very rough (RQI < 2} ==————————mrrme e E .
1 Q1-25 Nong —m e e e e e e e e E E R
1 Al = No Maintenance A = Routine Maintenance B = Periodic Maintenance X
4 C = Deferred Action D = Rehabilition E = Reconstruction "

aB8EBgEeceEEttEEEctsbtEtBEEEcEcBBBEEEEEEB Bt EBtPEBBBBBBBBBBBEEEEBBBBEEEEY
Record the strategy and press <enter> to continue...



DELHEI Township
Department of Roads Maintenance
Pavement Management System

09/01/92
Page 241

Road Inventory Form

S| Road Section: 249.00 Inventory Date: 02/26/90
E
C| Name: GLENOAKS DRIVE Completed By: MEB
T
I| From: BALLENTRAE COURT 0.0 Jurisdiction: Township
o
N| To: BRIARHILL DRIVE 0.0 Length (ft): 625.0
G .
E| Direction to: Subdivision: CHANTILLY Classification: Main
N
E; R.0.W Width: 50.0 ft Travel Lanes: 2
R
Al Type Of Median:s Parking Lanes: 1
L
P| Pavement Type: Composite Width: 25.0 ft Hum. of Layers: 0O
A
v Pavement Layer Type Thickness Date Constructed
E|] commmmmmce—. m—— e e
0.0 /7
M
B
N
T| Area(yard2): 1736.11 Featuras:
s
H Type Width (in) Type Width (in)
) m——— emeem—————— Cc Wemm— e e e ————
u u
L! Left Special 12.00 R| Laft 0.00
D B
E| Right Special 12.00 Right 0.00
R
5 .
T| Num. of Culverts: 0 T| Average Daily Traffic {ADT): 1050
R R
Ui Num. of Bridges: 0 Al % Trucks: 1.0 Bus Route: N
c F
T| Num. of Storm Sewer Inlets: O Ft Btudy: Estimate Year: 19350
u I
R Num. of Railroad Crossings: 0 C| Num, of Traffic Signs: 0
E
Num. of Manholes: Left: 6 Right: 4] Total: 6
u
T Buried Overhead Distance from Left Right
I centerlina (ft):
L| Electrical Cables: N N 0.00 0.00
I| Telephone Cables: N N 0.00 0.00
T| Water Lines: 0.00 0.00
I| Gas Lines: 0.00 0.00
E| Sewer Lines: 0.o0 0.00
8| Fire Hydrants: 0.00 0.00
Other: 0.00 0.00

Remarks:



09/21/92 14:18:22 Composite Pavement Condition Rating Form
SEECEEECCEELEEEEEEEtEEabcEcEtabEtEERBEEBEBEBEBEBEtEEBBBBtBEdtsbBBEaEBBEBBBBEEE

" Road section: 249.00 =
X Name: GLENOAKS DRIVE Jurisdiction: Township  Length: 625.0 ft H
2 From: BALLENTRAE COURT - 0.0 To: BRIARHILL DRIVE - ¢.0 H
X Direction: Survey Date: 06/15/92 H
HgEeattetecaccctEecEEcEttEtEEctEEtcBttcssBuBEtttescatctttsvttcttcatBsssseasasen
H Maintenance Rating: 0 % Curb Deterioration: 0 H
H Ride Quality Index: 3 Rated By: DAS Consult, Inc. ~ Kumar =S
HEgEEEEceEcEcaBEcBtEBEEcattEctttBttBEtEbbttdcntBabitBas8888888888888888888888T
H Distress Type Severity Extent/Deduct ValueR
4 o
B Swell 3 2 35 b
X Bond Loss 0 0 0 n
H Reflective Cracking 2 4 25 =
R slippage Cracking 0 0 0 =t
H Weathering & Ravelling 2 4 20 X
jus e
= H
H Xt
= : =
H Extent Key: 0 = 0% 1 =1-5% 2 = 6-25% 3 = 26-50% 4 = 51-100% H
H Severity Key: 0 = None 1 = Low 2 = Moderate 3 = High PCI = 20 =

ERToro T et Tt e e b oo oot ot o ot e e e e e R e R e e
Record the PCI value and press any key to continue...

09/21/92 14:18:25 Composite Pavement Condition Rating Form

EEEEEBEEECECBEcEEEBECEtEtEacttEctEttEBtBBbRcbseterEBcBEatBBtEbEBtstBtBsBtaBBEE
X Road section: 249.00 PCI: 20 RQI: 3 H
O Name: GLENOAKS DRIVE Jurisdiction: Township  Length: 625.0 ft H
B From: BALLENTRAE COURT ~ 0.0 To: BRIARHILL DRIVE - 0.0 X
R Direction: Survey Date: 06/15/92 =
HegacctccctcctasatdiciasisEiastestpbradsstBsctssssststssascatssta8tatBs8tBB8888H
H  PCI Other Considerations Options Strategy®
= x
X 96-100 No distress ——=—cmemmem e e e Al H
2 76~95 NONE === == e e e e e e e e A H
o 61-75 Normal / Small amount of surface distress ------- A =
R Mostly surface distress ————==---mmmmmmrmen - B H
H 51-60 Mostly surface distress =——————--——mme e B X
o Distress evenly balanced —------—=-eeemecmmme e c H
H Mostly structural distress / Very rough (RQI < 2) D H
H 41-50 Relatively smooth (RQI >= 3) ~rreeemmmemcmeee C H
H Rough (RQI <= 2)=———=————mm e D X
H 26-40 Relatively smooth to rough (RQI >= 2} =meeee—ee—o D H
H Very rough (RQI < 2) ———=————mmmmmm e E 1
R 01-25 NOME o oo o e o e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e E E =
X Al = No Maintenance A = Routine Maintenance B = Periodic Maintenance X
X C = Deferred Action D = Rehabilition E = Reconstruction H

ABEEEEEBEEEBEERBttEBbEcbEctEEbtEtBBtBBtBetBsBBB BB BBt BBttt eBBBBbEREBEEBBBBBEY
Record the strategy and press <enter> to continue...



DELHI Township 09/01/92
Department of Roads Maintenance Page 242
Pavement Management System
Road Inventory Form
5| Road Section: 250.00 Inventory Date: 02/26/90
E
C! Name: GLENOAKS DRIVE Complated By: MEB
T .
I| From: BRIARHILIL DRIVE 0.0 Jurisdiction: Township
o
N| To:  ORANGELAWN TERRACE 0.0 Length (ft): 702.0
G
E{ Direction to: Subdivizion: CHANTILLY cla-uificationz Collector
N .
E| R.O.W Width: 50.0 ft Travel Lanes: 2
R
A| Type Of Median: Parking Lanes: 1
L
P| Pavement Type: Composite Width: 25.0 ft Num., of Layears: O
A
v Pavement Layer Type Thickness Date Constructed
E ______________ ————— | e mmamEmmm e e e e . w ———— ot b
Cc.o, /7
M
E
N
T{ Area(yard?): 1950.00 Features:
S
H Type Width (in) Type Width (in)
a —————— ree—————— c ———= eemem———————
u U
L} Left Special 12.00 R| Left 0.00
D B
E| Right Special 12.00 Right 0.00
R
5
T| Num. of Culverts: 0 T| Average Daily Traffic (ADT): 750
R R
U| Num. of Bridges: 0 A! % Trucks: 1.0 Bus Route: N
c F
T Num. of Storm Sewer Inlets: O F| Study: Eatimate Year: 1990
u I
R| Num. of Railroad Crossings: 0 C| Num. of Traffic Signs: o
B -
Num., of Manholes: Left: 0 Right: 0 Total: 0
u
T Buried Overhead Distance from Left Right
I centerline (ft):
L| Electrical Cables: N N 0.00 0.00
I} Telephone Cables: N N 0.00 0.00
T| Water Lines: 0.00 G.00
I| Gas Lines: 0.00 0.00
E| Sewer Lines: 0.00 0.00
S| Fire Hydrants:! 0.00 0.00
Other: 0.00 0.00

Remarks:



09/21/92 14:18:56 Composite Pavement Condition Rating Form
BEECEEEEEREEEEEEEE8EcELEtEEERBREBBEBNEEEEBscEEEBRRBBBEkEBBEBBBBBEBaBBBBBBBABAEE

2 Road section: 250.00 X
H Name: GLENOAKS DRIVE Jurisdiction: Township  Length: 702.0 ft H=
R From: BRIARHILL DRIVE - 0.0 To: ORANGELAWN TERRACE - 0.0 a
4 Direction: Survey Date: 06/15/92 H
e e e e e e e EEE ettt Rt et EEEE0EEEE85880E88080888888888888888888888888888a8
X Maintenance Rating: 0 % Curb Deterioration: 0 s
H Ride Quality Index: 3 Rated By: DAS Consult, Inc. - Kumar H
HegdseeececasscoatcccptatssscatststssicaatssscBBbBBBBBBRE88 88888888888 8888583a81
H Distress Type Severity Extent/Deduct ValueX
= Xt
2 Swell 0 0 0 H
X Bond Loss 0 0 0 H
X Reflective Cracking 1 4 15 H
H Slippage Cracking 0 0 0 H
O Weathering & Ravelling 1 2 5 H
o X
=} X
= ju
o . : ju
X Extent Key: 0 = 0% 1= 1-5% 2 = 6~25% 3 = 26~50% 4 = 51-100% =
H Severity Key: 0 = None 1 = Low 2 = Moderate 3 = High PCI = B0 X

AEEEELEEEEEEEEEEEBELEEBBBBEBEBBBBBLBEEBBEBBEBEEBBBBBEBBBBB BB BBBBBBBB8888888EEY
Record the PCI value and press any key to continue...

09/21/92 14:18:58 Composite Pavement Condition Rating Form
G e e e o o e B T e P R D Py
X Road section: 250.00 PCI: 80 RQOT: 3 )es
H Name: GLENOAKS DRIVE Jurisdiction: Township Length: 702.0 ft H
X From: BRIARHILL DRIVE - 0.0 To: ORANGELAWN TERRACE - 0.0 H
% Direction: Survey Date: 06/15/92 H
G L L B e T e e N o P PP P PR PR L et
- PpCI Other Considerations Options Strategy®
= <1
N 96-100 NO distress =~e———————mmm—om oo al et
H 76-95 Nome === —— e o e e e e A A 1
1 61-75 Normal / Small amount of surface distress ~-~---- A R
o Mostly surface distress —-—----~ccc—mmmommme B H
1 51-60 Mostly surface distress —-—-—-—~——————mommmmm B H
2 Distress evenly balanced =----==m~———mmmmmmmm—. C X
- Mostly structural distress / Very rough (RQI < 2) D H
1 41-50 Relatively smooth (RQI >= 3) ——————mmmmmmmmmmee c H
1 Rough (RQI <= 2)——————mmmem e e e e D H
1 26-40 Relatively smooth to rough (RQI >= 2) ——-—wmee——m D H
1 Very rough (RQI < 2) =—m—m—————m e E n
1 01~-25 None —==—-————— E X
1 Al = No Maintenance A = Routine Maintenance B = Periodic Maintenance X
1 C = Deferred Action D = Rehabilition E = Reconstruction X

1 e e B E e B E Bt Bttt tt Bttt 0Bt E B s B Rt Lttt BBEEEBBEEEE8588888L88888888888888%
Record the strategy and press <enter> to continue...



DELHI Township 09/01/92
Department of Roads Maintenance Page 244
Pavement Management System

Road Inventory Form

5| Road Section: 252.00 ' Inventory Date: 02/23/90
E
C| Name: BALLANTRAE COURT Complieted By: MEB
T
I| From: GLENOAKS DRIVE 0.0 Jurisdiction: Township
0
N| To: END 0.0 Length (ft): 900.0
G
E|( Direction to: Subdivision: CHANTILLY Classification: Local
N :
E|{ R.O0.W Width: 50.0 ft Traval Lanes: 2
R
A| Type Of Median: Parking Lanes: 1
L
P! Pavement Type: Composite Width: 25.2 ft Num. of Layers: O
A .
v Pavement Layer Type ) Thickness Date Constructed
E ______________ e e es e sesmmmmmmm e o e i o e —————— e o
0.0, !/
M
E
N
T| Area(yard?): 2520.00 Features:
5
H Type Width (in) Type Width (in)
4] ———— memmeecece——— C ————  eteece————
u u
L| Left Special 12.00 R| Left 0.00
D B
E|{ Right Special 12.00 Right 0.00
R
5
T| Num. of Culverts: 0 T| Average Daily Traffic (ADT): 62
R - R
U| NHum. of Bridges: 0 A| % Trucks: 1.0 Bug Route: N
C F
T| Num. of Storm Sewer Inlets: 0 F{ Study: Estimate Year: 1990
U I
R Num. of Railroad Crossings: 0 C| Num. of Traffic Signs: o
E :
Num. of Manholes: Laft: 8 Right: 0 Total: 8
u
T Buried Overhead bistance from Laft Right
I centerline (ft):
L| Electrical Cables: N N 0.00 ¢.00
I| Telephone Cables: N N 0.00 0.00
T| Water Lines: ’ 0.00 0.c0
I{ Gas Lines: 0.00 0.00
E| Sewer Lines: G.00 0.00
S| Fire Hydrants: 0.00 0.00
Other: 0.00 0.00

Remarks:



09/21/92 14:19:25 Composite Pavement Condition Rating Form
CEBEELEEEEEEEEEE8EtEEtbEEbEcntBEcBEBEBRbsEELbEBBbBbRBbBBEEEBBsEBsEEBBBBBBBBBBEEL

1 Road section: 252.00 =
0 Name: BALLANTRAE COURT Jurisdiction: Township  Length: 900.0 ft H
1 From: GLENOAKS DRIVE - 0.0 To: END - 0.0 H
1 Direction: Survey Date: 06/15/92 H
EEEEEEEEEEECE0CE0888BpBEEEEREEE R EBEEE BBt EEEBEBEEEEEsBBBBBBBEBBLBBBEBBEEH
1 Maintenance Rating: 0 % Curb Deterioration: 0 H
d Ride Quality Index: 3 Rated By: DAS Consult, Inc. - Kumar H
HEEEEEEEE8EcE8cEc88888888888EtEptbpatpttBiBt8btBBEBBEEstEBtEEBLBBBBBBEBBBBBBBaEN
! Distress Type Severity Extent/Deduct ValueX
=t o
1 Swell 3 1 20 H
1< Bond Loss 1 1 5 H
¥ Reflective Cracking 2 4 25 H
1 Slippage Cracking 0 0 0 B
1 Weathering & Ravelling 1 3 10 =
. =
oy X
T ot
=y : X
1 Extent Key: 0 = 0% 1l = 1-5% 2 = 6-25% 3 = 26-50% 4 = 51-100% H
o Severity Key: 0 = None 1 = Low 2 = Moderate 3 = High PCI = 40 =

AEEEELEEEECEEecEcECEEEE8bBB88EEE BB ddEcEEBBtBBEBEEBBBLBBBEEEEBBBEEBBEBBEEEBEE
Record the PCI value and press any key to continue...

09/21/92 14:19:28 Composite Pavement Condition Rating Form
SEBEEEEEEEEEEE888850800088880088 cEBRBbttEtBEEbbBBBEBBRBBBBBsBBEEBBBEBBEBBBBEBBEE
1 Road secticn: 252.00 PCI: 40 ROIL: 3 X
1 Name: BALLANTRAE COURT Jurisdiction: Township  ZLength: %00.0 £t ®
1 From: GLENOAKS DRIVE - 0.0 To: END - 0.0 H
1 Direction: Survey Date: 06/15/92 H
EeEEeEEEEce88Ec8cc80E880c8888888 888800888 BEEEEBEBBEEEBEEEBBEBBBBBEBBBBBEBEEN
1 PCI Other Considerations Options Strategyg
t

1 96-100 No distress -——==———————mm oo Al H
1 76-95 None ———=———- - e A H
1 61-75 Normal / Small amount of surface distress ---~--- A H
L Mostly surface distress ——-———-—=—c—mmmmmmai B =
1 51-60 Mostly surface distress ~e=——————m—eecmmmm e B H
{ Distress evenly balanced ===w————————mmmmmoo— c H
4 Mostly structural distress / Very rough (RQI < 2) D H
1 41-50 Relatively smooth (RQI >= 3) =mewe———m————mmmoo o c H
1 Rough (RQI <= 2)=————==———m e e D H
1 26-40 Relatively smooth to rough (RQI >= 2) =~—--——eeeem D R
1 Very rough (RQI < 2) =meme—cme e e e E D H
1 01-25 None ———————— e e e e E H
1 Al = No Maintenance A = Routine Maintenance B = Periodic Maintenance X
1 C = Deferred Action D = Rehabilition E = Reconstruction =

HECEEEEEEECE8CEE800REEEEEEcEcctBBEBtEtsLsBBEBEBBsBEEEsBBBBBBBEEBEBEEBBBEBBEEREEE
’ress <space bar> to change the strategy or leave blank to default.



DELHI Township 09/01/92
Department of Roads Maintenance Page 245
Pavement Management Systam
Road Inventory Form

Road Section: 253.00 Inventory Date: 02/24/90
Name: CHANTILLY DRIVE Completed By: MEB

From: GLENOAKS DRIVE 0.0 Jurisdiction: Township

To: HALIDONHILL DRIVE 0.0 Length (ft): 1805.5

ZOoOHHOQMDO®T

H2ZMX WGPy PR Z2H0

MU comn

HRxadHoomKn

NMEHBEHMEHHEC

Direction to:
R.O.W Width: 50.0 ft

Type Of Median:

Subdivisiont CHANTILLY

Classification: Co

Travel Lanes: 2

Parking Lanes: 1

llector

Pavement Type: Composite Width: 25.0 ft Num. of Layers: O
Pavement Layer Type Thicknaps Date Constructed
0.0 /7
Area(yard?): 5015.28 Features:
Type Width (in) Type Width (in)
e e v o ——— C e e -
u
Left Special 12.00 R|{ Left 0.00
B
Right Special 12.00 Right 0.00
Num. of Culverts: 0 T| Average Daily Traffic (ADT): 568
R
Num. of Bridges: 0 A| % Trucks: 1.0 Bux Route: N
F
Rum., of Storm Sewar Inlets: 0 F| Study: Estimate Year: 1990
I *
Num. of Railroad Crossings: 0O C| Num. of Traffic Signs: 0
Num. of Manholes: Left: 9 Right: 0 Total: 9
Buried Overhead Distance from Left Right
centerline (ft):
Electrical Cablas: N N 0.00 0.00
Telephone Cables: N N 0.00 0.00
Water Lines: 0.00 0.00
Gas Lines: 0.00 0.00
Sewer Lines: 0.00 0.00
Fire Bydrants: 0.00 0.00
Other: 0.00 0.00

Remarks:



09/21/92 14:20:17 Composite Pavement Condition Rating Form
BEECEECBEEEECEEEBEEcccBEtE ettt tEdiddphcbhpbpetdpicetatbBBhptBBpbBEBBaEE

X Road section: 253.00 H
A Name: CHANTILLY DRIVE Jurisdiction: Township Length: 1805.5 ft X
H From: GLENQOAKS DRIVE - 0.0 To: HALIDONHILIL: DRIVE - 0.0 =1
1 Direction: Survey Date: 06/15/92 H
e o e o o o o e o ot T o Fo ot o Lot o o o e o o o e e e e e e o R o
X Maintenance Rating: 0 % Curb Deterioration: 0 H
H Ride Quality Index: 4 Rated By: DAS Consult, Inc. ~ Kumar =1
HeEEEEE8E88EEEEE8cBE8E8E8EccEcEcattattattttbBbEBtgtBtttsttBBtBtBBtBBBBgBBBBEEN
! Distress Type Severity Extent/Deduct ValueH
| o
X Swell 0 0 0 H
X Bond Loss 0 0 0 "
M Reflective Cracking 1 4 15 H
X Slippage Cracking 0 0 0 H
X Weathering & Ravelling 2 3 15 R
{ ol
84 =
= )o
X X
O Extent Key: 0 = 0% 1 = 1-5% 2 = 6-25% 3 = 26-50% 4 = 51-100% ™
H Severity Key: 0 = None. 1 = Low 2 = Moderate 3 = High PCI = 70 =

AEECEEEEEEEEEEEEBEabbEtE0EcEECE cEccEttEcBEtEtEsEBE8tBEEtBbEacBBBBcBBEBEsBBBreeY
Record the PCI value and press any key to continue...

09/21/92 14:20:20 Composite Pavement Condition Rating Form

CEEEEEEEEEEEECEBEEEEEBEECCEEEctBEdEccetcaBicdBBEtnBneettppttoppEttsstaepcaasast
X Road section: 253.00 PCI: 70 RQI: 4 S
H Name: CHANTILLY DRIVE Jurisdiction: Township  Length: 1805.5 ft X
X From: GLENOARS DRIVE - 0.0 To: HALIDONHILI: DRIVE -~ 0.0 =
X Directiom: Survey Date: 06/15/92 X
HEBEELEEEEEcaEBtBBEttatBbpEcBEbEtEbBBBEBtBEtBsBBiEEBBBbBBEREbBBEEtBBBBBBBBBBEEH
= PCI Other Considerations Options StrategyH
=) =i
1 96-100 No distress ———————-——memm e al =
X 76-95 NODE o o o o ot o e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e A H
1 61-75 Normal / Small amount of surface distress ------- A H
A Mostly surface distress ———————e e B A X
R 51-60 Mostly surface distress —-—-—-—=—===-—commmmm— e B H
= Distress evenly balanced —-=—=-=-ecmecmmm e e C H
= Mostly structural distress / Very rough (RQI < 2} D H
2 41-50 Relatively smooth (RQI >= 3) ———-m—-eommeme— e c X
= Rough (RQI <= 2)—————e e e e e e D -
M 26-40 Relatively smooth to rough (RQI >= 2) —-———-—————- D =
& Very rough (RQI < 2) =—————mmmmmmmmrrr e a e E H
1 01-25 NONE == e e e e E =
H Al = No Maintenance A = Routine Maintenance B = Periodic Maintenance X
M C = Deferred Action D = Rehabilition E = Reconstruction H

ACBEEEECEEEcEEEECEBEBEEREBBEEBEBBBbEBsBEBbcBbEBBBaEEBERtcRBrastttRpBEBB sBBBeeY
Press <space bar> to change the strategy or leave blank to default.
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Page 246

Road Inventory Form

Road Section: 254.00

Name: CHANTILLY DRIVE

From: HALIDONHILL DRIVE

To: MT.ALVERNO ROAD

Inventory Date: 02/24/90
Completed By!: MEB
0.0 Juriediction: Township

0.0 Length (ft): 1046.0

Direction to:
R.O.W Width:

Type Of Median:

Subdivision: CHANTILLY

50.0 ft

Classification: Main
Travel Lanes:? 2

Parking Lanes: 1

Pavemant Type: Composite Width: 25.0 ft Num. of Layers: O
Pavement Layer Type Thickness bate Constructed
0.a /7
Area(yard?): 2905.56 Featuren:
Type Width (in) Type width (in)
-t ———— ———— [ - ——— ————
U
Left Special 12.00 R| Left 0.00
B
Right Special 12.00 Right 0.00
Num. of Culverts: O T{ Avernage Daily Traffic (ADT): 1922
. R
Num. of Bridges: o Al % Trucks: 1.0 Bus Route: N
F
Num. of Storm Sewer Inlets: O F| Btudy: Estimate Year: 1990
I
Num. of Railroad Crossings: 0O C| Num. of Traffic Signs: 0
Num. of Manholes: Left: 8 Right: 0 Total: 8
Buried Overhead Distance from Left Right
centerline (ft):
Electrical Cablest N N 0.00 0.00
Telephone Cables: N N 0.00 0.00
Water Lines: 0.00 0.00
Gas Lines: 0.00 0.00
Sewer Lines: 0.00 0.00
Fire Hydrants: 0.00 0.00
Other: 0.00 0.00

Remarks:



09/21/92 14:20:38 Composite Pavement Condition Rating Form
CEEEE LR B e ot o o o e e e e o R R PR R R R P

O Road section: 254.00 X
R Name: CHANTILLY DRIVE Jurisdiction: Township  Length: 1046.0 ft H
B From: HALIDONHILI. DRIVE - 6.0 To: MT.ALVERNO ROAD - 0.0 X
X Direction: Survey Date: 06/15/92 H
HEEEtec8c8EE888888c8EBtttEEct8btt6RbbB8sBBBBdtEEpBEBRBEEBBEEBEBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBEAN
X Maintenance Rating: 0 % Curb Deterioration: 0 H
X Ride Quality Index: 4 Rated By: DAS Consult, Inc. - Kumar X
ar=e ottt ot et o e e e o e o e R
H Distress Type Severity Extent/Deduct ValueH
Xt H
H Swell 2 2 15 H
X Bond Loss 0 0 0o =
X Reflective Cracking 1 4 15 H
X Slippage Cracking 0 0 0 H
X Weathering & Ravelling 1 3 10 H
Xt =
Xt Kt
= =4
o =4
N Extent Key: 0 = 0% 1 = 1-5% 2 = 6-25% 3 = 26-50% 4 = 51-100% M
2 Severity Key: 0 = None 1 = Low 2 = Moderate 3 = High PCI = 60 H

AEEEEEEEEEEEEE8C000EcCEEEEEBRBL EEEcEBBBBBBBBBBBBBBEEEEEEEEBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBEBET
Record the PCI value and press any key to continue...

09/21/92 14:20:40 Composite Pavement Condition Rating Form
cEEEEEEEEEE8880808088ccctctEttBhbBBBLLBBBEbBBBBBBEsEEBBBEBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBEBEL
X Road section: 254.00 PCI: 60 RQI: 4 =
24 Name: CHANTILLY DRIVE Jurisdiction: Township Length: 1046.0 ft X
" From: HALIDONHILL DRIVE - 0.0 To: MT.ALVERNO ROAD - 0.0 H
% Direction: Survey Date: 06/15/92 H
AEeEEEEEE88cccEc0888880bb8cEvEEtEtdsacthBBcBBBsEBEEEbBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBEENH
1N PCI Other Considerations Options Strategy®
{ =
1 96-100 No distress ——=—s e e e e e e e e Al H
1 76-95 None —————=—— e e e A H
1 61-75 Normal / Small amount of surface distress ------- A H
a Mostly surface distress —-—=-----eorcee B H
4 51~60 Mostly surface distress —-——-—=—---cccmm B H
o Distress evenly balanced ===—————-—eemmmemmcmmme o c H
H Mostly structural distress / Very rough (RQI < 2) D C H
1 41-50 Relatively smooth (RQI >= 3) —=--—mmoemoeo c i
1 Rough (RQI <= 2)—-=——————— e e D H
1 26-40 Relatively smooth to rough (RQI >= 2) =—===—ewe———o D H
. Very rough (RQI < 2) ————-mm—mmmmmmmme e E H
A 01~25 None —————— == e e e e E X
% Al = No Maintenance A = Routine Maintenance B = Periodic Maintenance H
1+ C = Deferred Action D = Rehabilition E = Reconstruction R

AEEEEELEEEEEECEEEEEE00EccEEcEEBBBBdBEEEEEBREBEcE8BBBBBBBBEBBBEEBBREBBEBBBBBEBEEY
Press <space bar> to change the strategy or leave blank to default.



DELHI Township 09/01/92
Department of Roads Maintenance Page 248
Pavement Management System
Road Inventory Form
S| Road Section: 256.00 Inventory Date: 02/26/3%0
E
C}| Name: GROSSEPOINTE LANE Completsd By: MEB
T
I| From: HALIDONHILL DRIVE 0.0 Jurisdiction: Township
o
N| To: END (WEST) 0.0 Length (ft): 924.0
G
E| Direction to: Subdivision: CHANTILLY Classification: Local
N
E| R.0.W Width: 50.0 ft Travel Lanes: 2
R
A| Type Of Median: Parking Lanes: 1
L
P| Pavement Type: Composite Width: 25.0 £t Num. of Layers: O
A
v Pavement Layer Type Thickness Date Congtructed
E - ———— - memem—— eemesmmssewememem e i o i
0.0 !/
M
E
N
T! Area(yard?): 2566.67 Featurest
5
H Type Width (in) Type Width (in)
(¢} m——— eeee—————— [ wrm— e e—ese———————
U U
L| Left Special 12.00 R| Left 0.00
D B
E! Right Special 12.00 Right 0.00
R
5
T! Num. of Culverts: 0 T| Average Daily Traffic (ADT): 60
R - R
U{ Num. of Bridges: 0 Al % Trucks: 1.0 Bur Route: N
[ad F
T| Num. of Storm Sewer Inlets: D F| Btudy! Estimate Year: 1990
u I
R! Num. of Railroad Crossings: 0O C| Num. of Traffic Bignx: 0
E
Num. of Manholes: Left: 6 hight: 0 Total: 6
u
T Buried Overhead Distance from Left Right
I centerline (ft):
L} Electrical Cables: N N 0.00 0.o00
I| Telephone Cables: N N 0.00 0.00
T| Water Lines: 0.00 0.00
I{! Gas Lines: 0.00 0.00
E| Sewer Lines: 0.00 0.00
S! Fire Hydrants: 0.00 0.00
Other: 0.00 0.00

Remarks:



09/21/92 14:21:06 Composite Pavement Condition Rating Form
CEELELEEEECEEE0c888EEcEcEEEpERBBBEtEBBEB BB EEstBbEEEEBBBBEBBBBBBBBEBBBBBBEEEEE

H Road section: 256.00 H
H Name: GROSSEPOINTE LANE Jurisdiction: Township Length: 924.0 ft H
H From: HALIDONHILL DRIVE - 0.0 To: END (WEST) = 0.0 H
R pirection: Survey Date: 06/15/92 =
HpBbsesEcasbsBtBacEcEcEttEbEBbEBBbEEEBBBBEBBEBBEEBELEBEBBBBBEEBEBEBBBEBEBBEEN
B Maintenance Rating: 0 % Curb Deterioration: 0 R
X Ride Quality Index: 3 Rated By: DAS Consult, Inc. - Kumar R
Heeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeen
H Distress Type Severity Extent/Deduct ValueX
ot o
2 swell 3 1 20 X
X Bond Loss 0 0 0 o
H Reflective Cracking 3 2 30 =
R Slippage Cracking 0 0 0 H
H Weathering & Ravelling 2 3 i5 =t
=) ke
=i o
o ot
ot ‘ e
X Extent Key: 0 = 0% 1= 1-5% 2 = 6-25% 3 = 26-50% 4 = 51-100% X
H Severity Key: 0 = None 1l = Low 2 = Moderate 3 = High PCI = 35 R

AEBEBEEEEbEEEEEEcctEEEEEtBttEBEEtBEBsBbEBtBBssBBBBBBBBRsBBBBBBBBBBBEBBBBEEBEEEY
Record the PCI value and press any key to continue...

09/21/92 14:21:09 Composite Pavement Condition Rating Form

eEBEEe8tEEBtEbEEEEEEEEEsBLBBEBBEBBEBEEBEEBBBBEEBBBEBEscEccEBBBBBBBBBBBBaEsBBEER
X Road section: 256.00 PCI: 35 RQI: 3 H
H Name: GROSSEPOINTE LANE Jurisdiction: Township  Length: 924.0 ft ™
H From: HALIDONHILL DRIVE - 0.0 To: END (WEST) - 0.0 H
% Direction: Survey Date: 06/15/92 H
HEEEEEEEEECEE0000E8E888E88E88E8888888885885 8 E88EBBBBBBB8B 888 8888888888881
R pCI Other Considerations Options Strategyg
o

2 96-100 No distress ——————=— = o Al H
" 76-95 NOne === e e e e e e A H
qJ 61-75 Normal / Small amount of surface distress ------- A H
R Mostly surface distress —=~w==—————=we————— ———————— B H
H 51-60 Mostly surface distress —-——m——-——memommmmm o B =
H Distress evenly balanced —-—==c-——————mmemmmmmn c H
X Mostly structural distress / Very rough (RQI < 2) D H
X 41-50 Relatively smooth (RQI >= 3) ——————m—mmmmmmmmo c H
R Rough (RQI <= 2)——=—m—mmm e e e e D H
X 26-40 Relatively smooth to rough (RQI >= 2) ———————--u- D H
H Very rough (RQI < 2) ==—————mmmmr e E D H
H 01-25 None == - —mm e e e e E H
X Al = No Maintenance A = Routine Maintenance B = Periodic Maintenance =X
" C = Deferred Action D = Rehabilition E = Reconstruction X

QB E BB e EEEEEEEEEEBBBEEEBEBBEEBE8EEEEEEEBBBBBcBEBBBB 88888 BBBBBBBBBBBBBBEEY
Press <space bar> to change the strategy or leave blank to default.



DELHI Township 09/01/92
Department of Roads Maintenance Page 249
Pavement Management System

Road Inventory Form

5| Road Section: 257.00 Inventory Date: 02/26/90
E
C| Name: GROSSEPOINT LANE ‘ Completed By: MEB
T
I| From: HALIDONHILL DRIVE 0.0 Jurisdiction: Township
o]
N| To: END (EAST) 0.0 Length (£t): 503.0
G
E| Direction to: Subdivision: CHANTILLY Classification: Local
N
E}] R.0O.W Width: 50.0 ft Travel Lanest 2
R
A| Type Of Median: Parking Lanes: 1
L
P! Pavement Type: Composite Width: 25.0 ft Num. of Laysrs: 0O
A
v Pavement Layer Type Thickness Date Constructed
Bl ——rmecc—eee—e—a. e enevexswesmmmEmamar i e s —— —— o o —
0.0 !l
M
E
N
T| Area(yard?): 1397.22 Features:
S
H Type Width (in) Type Width (im)
0 ———— | e ——— (a4 ———— eee———————
u u
L| Left Special 12.00 R| Left 0.00
D B
E| Right Special 12.00 Right 0.00
R
s
T| Num. of Culverts: O T| Average Daily Traffic (ADT): 32
R - R
Ul Num. of Bridges: 0 Al % Trucks: 1.0 Bus Route: N
c F
T Num. of Storm Sewer Inlets: 0O F| Study: Estimate Year: 1990
u I
R| Num. of Railroad Crossings: 0O C| Num. of Traffic Bigns: 0
BE
Num. of Manholes: Left: 6 Right: 0] Total: 6
u
T Buried Overhead Distance from Left Right
I centerline (ft):
L| Blectrical Cables: N N 0.00 0.00
I| Telephone Cables: N N 0.00 ¢.00
T| Water lLines: 0.00 0.00
I| Gas Lines: 0.00 0.00
E| Sewer Linas: 0.00 0.00
S| Fire Hydrants: 0.00 0.00
Other: 0.00 0.00

Remarks:



09/21/92 14:21:37 Composite Pavement Condition Rating Form
SEEEECEEEE0EEE8EEEEE88EEEEEEEEEEEEEtEERR8sBEE888888888EBEpBBtBBBBB8BBBBEB88a88E

X Road section: 257.00 H
H Name: GROSSEPOINT LANE Jurisdiction: Township Length: 503.0 ft ®
X From: HALIDONHILI, DRIVE - 0.0 To: END (EAST) - 0.0 K
X pirection: Survey Date: 06/15/92 H
HgeeceectcectotnstotetoctascsaastostbbbsetbtsttsssBEBBE88 888888 88888888888881
X Maintenance Rating: 0 % Curb Deterioration: 0 B
X Ride Quality Index: 3 Rated By: DAS Consult, Inc. - Kumar R
HggesttatstbaccacEatbtssctccEttsEcsEstssssttEct8b088888B8BB888888888888888888a8
s Distress Type Severity Extent/Deduct ValueX
ot )=
H Swell 1 1 5 X
X Bond Loss 0 0 0 H
" Reflective Cracking 2 4 25 H
X Slippage Cracking 0 0 0 =t
H Weathering & Ravelling 1 4 15 =
X xt
X 5
X o
=3 =
o Extent Key: 0 = 0% 1l =1-5% 2 = 6-25% 3 = 26-50% 4 = 51-100% H
X Sevarity Key: 0 = None l = Low 2 = Moderate 3 = High PCI = 55 =

ABEEEECEEEEEEEEcEEcEEEcocBBBBEBtBEBBbEcE8BB8BBcBEBBEEREREEBBBBBRB BB BB
Record the PCI value and press any key to continue...

09/21/92 14:21:39 Composite Pavement Condition Rating Form

S o e e ot o e L e e e R o T S o Y
X Road section: 257.00 PCI: 55 RQI: 3 H
X Name: GROSSEPOINT LANE Jurisdiction: Township Length: 503.0 ft X
4 From: HALIDONHILL DRIVE - 0.0 To: END (EAST) - 0.0 X
H Direction: Survey Date: 06/15/92 =&
HEEEEEEEE88Ec888EBBbbbtBsEEEEEstBEEspBtBEEBBE8BBEBEBBBbBBBBLBBBBBBBBBBBEBBBsBBBEN
= PCI Other Considerations Options Strategy®
o Xt
X 96-100 No distress =—=———————rmwemmm e Al X
. 76-95 None ———————— = e A H
1 61-75 Normal / Small amount of surface distress ==~-—---- A R
- Mostly surface distress —-—=-——-————m B H
H 51-60 Mostly surface distress -——-—---==meomeem B H
ol Distress evenly balanced ~---—-————mcmomcommmmeo C H
2! Mostly structural distress / Very rough (RQI < 2) D C H
1 41-50 Relatively smooth {(RQI >= 3) «r——————mmmmmmmo C H
! Rough (RQI <= 2)=————m——m e e D H
< 26-40 Relatively smooth to rough (RQI >= 2) ——————eeewe- D H
H Very rough (RQI < 2) me———m—me e e o E =
1 01-25 None ——————— e e E H
{ Al = No Maintenance A = Routine Maintenance B = Periodic Maintenance "
1 C = Deferred Action D = Rehabilition E = Reconstruction H

IEEEEEEEEEEEEE0888BEE0EEEBEBBLEBtBEtcEEBEEEBERREsEBEcBBLBLBBBBEEBB88BBRBBEEBBREY
Press <space bar> to change the strateqy or leave blank to default.



DELHI Township 09/01/92
Department of Roads Maintenance Page 250
Pavement Management System
Road Inventory Form
5| Read Section: 258.00 Inventory Date: 02/26/90
E
C| Name: HALIDONHILL DRIVE Completed By: MEB
T
I| From: MT.ALVERNO ROAD 0.0 Jurisdiction: Township
o
N| To: CHANTILLY DRIVE 0.0 Length (ft): 921.0
G
E| Direction to: Subdivision: CHANTILLY Classification: Main
N
E|! R.O.W Width: 50.0 ft Travel Lanesn: 2
R
A! Type Of Median: Parking Lanesg: 1
L :
P| Pavement Type: Composite Width: 25.0 ft Num. of Layers: 0O
A
v Pavement Layer Type Thicknaess Date Constructed
B|l]  eemamcammamreo——e— - === emmmmmie im0 e e —n————— ———
0.0 /7
M
E
N
T| Area(yardi): 2558.33 Features:
S
H Type Width (in) Type Width (in)
o s memre—————— c ———= me—————
u u
Li Left Special 12.00 R| Left 0.00
D B
E| Right Special 12.00 Right 0.00
R
s
T| Num. of Culverts: 0 T| Average Daily Traffic (ADT): 1936
R R
U} Nunm. of Bridges: 0] A! % Trucks: 1.0 Bua Route: N
Cc F
T| Num. of Storm Sewer Inlets: 0 F| Btudyt: Estimate Year: 1990
u I
R| Num. of Railroad Crossings: 0O C| Num. of Traffic Signs: 0
E -
Num. of Manholes: Left: 3 Right: 0 Total: 3
u
T Buried Overhead Distance from Left Right
I centerline (ft):
L| Electrical Cables: N N 0.00 0.00
I| Telephone Cables: N N 0.00 0.00
T{ Water Lines: 0.00 0.00
I| Gas Lines: 0.00 0.00
E| Sewer Lines: 0.00 0.00
S| Fire Hydrants: 0.00 0.00
Other: 0.00 0.00

Remarks:



09/21/92 14:22:06 Composite Pavement Condition Rating Form
BEBECECEEECEEEAcecEcccEttttBBtcttttbEBitEiERtBsEBtBtBtB BB BEBEBREBERBBLBE88B88E

H Road section: 258.00 H
H Name: BATIDONHILL DRIVE Jurisdiction: Township  Length: 921.0 ft =
H From: MT.ALVERNO ROAD - 0.0 To: CHANTILLY DRIVE - 0.0 a
H Direction: Survey Date: 06/15/92 H
HEgsEscetactEatectcttdtastcisttitpisinitansttissasssccsssastat8ssapb888888888888H
® Maintenance Rating: 0 % Curb Deterioration: 0 =
X Ride Quality Index: 3 Rated By: DAS Consult, Inc. - Kumar X
HeB8EE8EE88E8RE8EEEEccBoEtbbtbEtEBEBEdBEEBEBEBBssEsscEtBBBEBBBBBEBBEBBBBBBB8RsEN
X Distress Type Severity Extent/Deduct ValueH
X =1
% Swell 0 0 0 =™
X Bond Loss 2 2 20 =H
" Reflective Cracking 2 4 25 ®H
R Slippage Cracking 0 0 0 H
H Weathering & Ravelling 3 2 20 =
= <
X Xt
=] H
5] =
X Extent Key: 0 = 0% 1 = 1-5% 2 = 6-25% 3 = 26-50% 4 = 51-100% H
H Severity Key: 0 = None 1 = Low 2 = Moderate 3 = High PCI = 35 H

AEEEEEEEEcE8bEEB8cEtaccEatEetEtERttRtEBBtBBBBLtEBERBBbEbBBEsBstBoEBEBBBBBBBBBBBEEE .
Record the PCI value and press any key to continue...

09/21/92 14:22:08 Composite Pavement Condition Rating Form

CEEEEEEEEEEEEnEEtEEetBEEEEERREEEBEBBtBbEBEEEBsBEABRBBBBBBBBEEBBBBBBBBEBEBEBBEEEER
O Road section: 258.00 PCI: 35 RQI: 3 =
H Name: HALIDONHILL DRIVE Jurisdiction: Township  Length: 921.0 ft H
R From: MT.ALVERNO ROAD - 0.0 To: CHANTILLY DRIVE -~ 0.0 =
H Direction: Survey Date: 06/15/92 =H
GG CE R e e e e e e e e o o e R R P o
X PCI Other Considerations Options StrategyX
<3 =
" 96-100 No distress ——————————mmcm oo Al o
H 76-95 None ————=——— e o e e e e A H
H §1-75 Normal / Small amount of surface distress ------- A .
b Mostly surface distress —-—----———eemmmmmm e B =
X 51-60 Mostly surface distress --—-—-——-c—c—ommmem B =
o Distress evenly balanced =—====——-——emmmaeoeo C H
= Mostly structural distress / Very rough (RQI < 2) D X
X 41-50 Relatively smooth (RQI >= 3) —————-——mo—mmmmee e C H
X Rough (RQI <= 2)————v~mem e e D =
H 26-40 Relatively smooth to rough (RQI >= 2) --=---—meeea D H
H Very rough (RQI < 2) ———————meremem e E D X
d 01-25 None ———=——== = e - E H
X Al = No Maintenance A = Routine Maintenance B = Periodic Maintenance H
H C = Deferred Action D = Rehabilition E = Reconstruction =

AEEEEEEEEEEEEcEEEEtBLBEEEEBEEbEEtEBRBtEsBsERBEEstEEBBBEBBBB8BBBEEBBBEsBBBEBEEEY
Press <space bar> to change the strategy or leave blank to defanlt.
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09/01/92
Page 251

Road Inventory Form
!

Road Section: 259%.00

Name: CHARINGCROSS COURT

Inventory Date: 02/24/90

Completed By: MEB

From: CHANTILLY DRIVE 0.0 Jurisdiction: Township
To: END 0.0 Length (ft): 254.0
Direction toi Subdivision: CHANTILLY Classifjication: Local
R.O.W Width: 50.0 ft Travel Lanes: 2

Type Of Median:

Parking Lanes: 1

Pavement Type: Composite Width: 25.0 ft Num. of Layers: O
Pavement Layer Type Thickness Date Constructed
0.0, /!
Area{yard?): 705.56 Featurams:
Type Width (in) Type Width (in)
———— o ————— e ———— C ——— o ——— — — — — —— -
u
Left Special 12.00 R| Left 0.00
. B
Right Special 12.00 Right 0.00
Num. of Culverts: 0 T| Average Daily Traffic (ADT): 20
’ . R
Num. of Bridges: 0 A| % Trucks: 1.0 Bus Route: N
F
Num. of Storm Sewer Inlets: F| Btudyt Estimate Year: 1990
I
Num. of Railroad Crossings: C| Num. of Traffic Bignsi 0
Num. of Manholes: Laft: Right: 0 Total: 1
Buried Overhead Distance from ' Left  Right
centerline (ft):
Electrical Cables: N N 0.00 0.00
Telephone Cables: N N 0.00 0.00

Water Lines:
Gas Lines:
Sewer Linesg:
Fire Hydrants:
Other:

0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00

Remarks:



09/21/92 14:22:36 Composite Pavement Condition Rating Form
SEEELELEBEbEEBEttEEEEtocBEcBBEBB BBttt bbbt BBBEEBBBEBBbBBBEBsBBBBBBBBBAEET

H Road section: 259.00 o
H Name: CHARINGCROSS COURT Jurisdictioni Township Length: 254.0 ft H
X From: CHANTILLY DRIVE - 0.0 To: END - 0.0 H
R Direction: Survey Date: 06/15/92 H
HeEettcettctotttetatecoctototocctecettatpteststbottsBsBBsB8B8B8E88888888888888H
H Maintenance Rating: 0 % Curb Deterioration: 0 H
B Ride Quality Index: 4 Rated By: DAS Consult, Inc. - Kumar H
Hgegescaetceae88888cccccccttetotBBtBidctvbsttEstsst8888888888888888888888888888
= Distress Type Severity Extent/Deduct ValueX
Xt X
H Swell 1 1 5 H
X Bond Loss 0 0 0 H
" Reflective Cracking 1 4 15 =
X Slippage Cracking 0 0 0 St
H Weathering & Ravelling 1 3 10 H
o} =
o =
o4 =
e =
X Extent Key: 0 = 0% 1= 1-5% 2 = 6-25% 3 =26-50% 4 = 51-100% H
=S Severity Key. 0 = None 1 = Low 2 = Moderate 3 = High PCI = 70 X

AEEEEEEEEE8E00800808088885880808880888880BBECEEBEBBBBBBBBBBBBBBEEBBBBBEBBBBBBBEEY
Record the PCI value and press any key to continue...

09/21/92 14:22:40 Composite Pavement Condition Rating Form
COEEEEEEEEELLE80880000 080 E8888bB8B8BBLBBLBEEBBBBBBBBBEEEBBEBBBBBBBBBBBLBBAEE
% Road section: 259.00 PCI: 70 RQI: 4 X
2 Name: CHARINGCROSS COURT Jurisdiction: Township  Length: 254.0 ft H
X From: CHANTILLY DRIVE - 0.0 To: END - 0.0 X
X Direction: Survey Date: 06/15/92 X
HEEEEE8E8EEEREEEcERttEEBEEEBBBbBEBBBLEEBEEEBEEEEEEBBEBBBBLBEBBBBBBBEBBBBBBBBAERN
< PCI Other Considerations Options Strategy™
a3 o
1 96-100 No distress =——-——=————mm e Al H
X 76-95 None —————— - e - A K
1 61-75 Normal / Small amount of surface distress ------- A H
1 Mostly surface distress ——————-——emmmmmmmm B A =
1 51-60 Mostly surface distress —-—--——;eememmmmme B =
1 Distress evenly balanced -——————=mmommmmmmm_ c X
> Mostly structural distress / Very rough (RQI < 2) D X
1 41-50 Relatively smooth (RQI >= 3) =~=——-———m———mmmeoo o C H
2 Rough (RQI <= 2)==——mm e e e e e D H
1 26-40 Relatively smooth to rough (RQI >= 2) =------—ee- D H
5 Very rough (RQI < 2} ==———————eem e - E X
1 01-25 NOne —— == e e e e e e E o
1 Al = No Maintenance A = Routine Maintenance B = Periodic Maintenance =
1 C = Deferred Action D = Rehabilition E = Reconstruction o

LEEE800EEEcpEREEEEEEEEBEBEREEEEEBECEstpEtEthBBBBBBEcEEBEBsEBEEBBBEBBEEEEBBBEEEY
Press <space bar> to change the strategy or leave blank to default.












Chﬁﬂ//\g Cross




ADDTTTIONAT, SUPPORT INFORMATION

For Fiscal Year 1994 (July 1, 1993 through June 30, 1994),
jurisdictions shall prov1de the following support lnformatlon to
help determine which projects will be funded. Information on this
form must be accurate, and where called for, based on sound
engineering principles. Documentation to substantiate the
individual items may be required by the Support Staff if
information does not appear to be accurate.

1) What is the condition of the existing infrastructure to be
replaced, repaired, or expanded? For bridges, submit a copy
of the current State form BR-86.

Closed Poor X

Fair Good

Give a brief statement of the nature of the deficiency of the
present facility such as: inadequate load capacity (bridge);
surface type and width; number of lanes; structural condition;
substandard design elements such as berm width, grades, curves,
sight distances, drainage structures, or 1nadequate service
capacity . If known, give the approximate age of the
infrastructure to be replaced, repaired, or expanded.

Road surfaces are in poor condition with localized flooding and

standing water. Subgrade is failed. 30% to 40% of sidewalks are

failed and unsafe. Health problem found on Halidonhill (see #3).

2) If State Issue 2 funds are awarded, how soon (in weeks or
months) after receiving the Project Agreement from OPWC
(tentatively set for July 1, 1993) would the project be under
contract? The Support Staff will be reviewing status reports
of previous projects to help judge the accuracy of a
particular jurisdiction’s anticipated project schedule.

FOUR weeks (Circle one)

Are preliminary plans or engineering completed? No
Are detailed construction plans completed? Yes

Are all right-of-way and easements acquired? Yes No

Are all utility coordinations completed? Yes @ED N/A

Give an estimate of time, in weeks or months, to complete any
item above not yet completed. THREE weeks
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3)

4)

5)

How will the proposed project impact the general health safety
and welfare of the service area? (Typical examples may include
the effects of the completed project on accident rates,
emergency response time, fire protection, health hazards, user
benefits, and commerce.) Please be specific and provide
documentation if necessary to substantiate the data.

Upgrading road surface will help to remove a blighting in-

fluence on the area while sidewalk replacement will help ped-

estrian safetyv. Health problem sclved with removal of sani-

tary affluents on Halidonhill (see Thelen report).

What type of funds are to be utilized for the local share for
this project?

Federal ODOT ' L.ocal

MRF ODNR CD

Other Township Road & Bridge Funds

Note: If MRF funds are being used for the local share,
the MRF application must have been filed by
August 1, 1992 for this project with the Hamilton
County Engineer’s Office.

The minimum amount of matching funds for grant projects (local
share) must be at least 10% of the TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST.
What percentage of matching funds are being committed to this
project?

10 %

Has any formal action by a federal, state, or local government
agency resulted in a complete or partial ban of the use or
expansion of use for the involved infrastructure? (Typical
examples include weight limits, +truck restrictions, and
moratoriums or limitations on issuance of building permits.)
A copy of the legislation must be submitted with the
application. THE BAN MUST HAVE AN ENGINEERING JUSTIFICATION
TO BE VALID.

Complete Ban Partial Ban No Ban __ X
Will the ban be removed after the project is completed?

Yes No
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6)

7)

8)

What is the total number of existing users that will benefit
as a result of the proposed project?

5918 x 1.2 = 7102

For roads and bridges, multiply current documented Average
Daily Traffiec by 1.20. For public transit, submit
documentation substantiating the count. Where the facility
currently has any restrictions or is partially closed, use
documented traffic counts prior to the restriction. For storm
sewers, sanitary sewers, water lines, and other related
facilities, multiply the number of households in the service
area by 4.

Has the jurisdiction developed a Five Year Capital Improvement
Plan as required in O.R.C., chapter 1647 (This must be
included with the application to be considered for funding.)

Yes X No

Give a brief statement concerning the regional significance of
the infrastructure to be replaced, repaired, or expanded.

The Chantilly Woods Subdivision is approximately 1/3 of the

largest subdivision in Delhi Township. This subdivision

serves over 250 homes and connects three major county roads

(Mt. Alverno, Greenwell and Anderson Ferrv Roads).




STATE ISSUE 2 PROGRAM - ROUND 6

LTIP PROGRAM - ROUND 5

FISCAL YEAR 1994 PROJECT SELECTION CRITERIA -~ JULY 1, 1993 TO JUNE 30, 1994
ADOPTED BY THE DISTRICT 2 INTEGRATING COMMITTEE JULY 17, 1992

AMENDED BY THE DISTRICT 2 INTEGRATING COMMITTEE SEPTEMBER 18, 1992

~ 1] -~ .
JURISDICTION/AGENCY: Dc \\'\ | \¢ LY \Ef

NAME OF PROJECT: C'-\ﬁaﬁ%\\\f Sub livmmn hewnstrudhen

4
TOTAL POINTS FOR THIS PROJECT: 53/

NO.
POINTS

i 1) 1If Issue 2/LTIP Funds are granted, when would the
construction contract be awarded? (The Support Staff
will assign points based on engineering experience.)

10 Points - Will be under contract by end of 1993
5 Peoints - Will be under contract by March 30, 19934

0 Points — Will not be under contract by March 30, 1994

lagi\“ 2). What is the condition of the infrastructure to be
replaced or repaired? For bridges, base condition
on latest general appraisal and condition rating.

20 Points - Poor Condition

l6 Points -

12 Points - Fair to Poor Condition
8 Points -
4 Points - Fair Condition

NOTE: If the infrastructure is in "good" or better condition
it will NOT be considered for Issue 2/LTIP funding,
unless it is a betterment project that will improve
serviceability.
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3)

4)

6)

If the project is built, what will be its effect on
the facility's serviceability?

10 Points - Significant effect (e.g., widen to and
add lanes along entire project)
8 Points - Moderate to significant effect
6 Points - Moderate effect (e.g., widen exzist. lanes)
4 Points -~ Moderate to little effect
2 Points -~ Little or no effect (e.g., street or bridge

deck rehabilitation)

How important is the project to HEALTH, SAFETY, AND
WELFARE of the public and the citizens of the
District and/or service area?

10 Points - Highly significant importance, with
substantial impact on all 3 factors

8 Points ~ Considerably significant importance, with
substantial impact on 2 factors OR
noticeable impact on all 3 factors

6 Points - Moderate importance, with substantial
impact on 1 factor or noticeable impact
on 2 factors

4 Points - Minimal importance, with noticeable
impact on 1 factor

2 Points - No measurable impact

What is the overall economic health of the jurisdiction?

10 Points - Poor

8 Points -

6 Points - Fair

4 Points -

2 Points - Excellent

What matching funds are being committed to the project,
expressed as a percentage of the TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST?
Loan and Credit Enhancement projects automatically receive
5 points, and no match is required. All grant funded
projects require a2 minimum of 10% matching funds.

Points - 50% or more

Points - 40% to 49.99%
Points - 30% to 39.99%
Points - 20% to 29.99%
Point =~ 10% to 19.99%

HNWAWL

Page 2



AN

el 10)

Has any formal action by a federal, state, or local
government agency resulted in a partial or complete ban of
the usage or expansion of the usage for the involved
infrastructure? POINTS MAY ONLY BE AWARDED IF THE END
RESULT OF THE PROJECT WILL CAUSE THE BAN TO BE LIFTED.

5 Points
3 Points
0 Points

- Complete or significant ban
~ Partial or moderate ban
— No ban of any kind

What is the total number of existing daily users that will
benefit as a result of the proposed project? Appropriate
criteria include current traffic counts, households served,
when converted to a measurement of persons. Public transit
users are permitted to be counted for roads and bridges, but
only when certifiable ridership figures are provided.

Points
Points
Points
Paoints
Point

H R WU

Does the

- 10,000 or more
- 7,500 to §,999
- 5,000 to 7,499
- 2,500 to 4,999
- 2,499 and under

infrastructure have REGIONAL impact? Consider

origins and destinations of traffic, functiomnal
classification, size of service area, number of
jurisdictions served, etc.

5 Points

4 Points
3 Points

2 Points
1l Point

Has the
fee, an
tax for

- Major impact {e.g., major multi-jurisdictional
route, primary feed route to an Interstate,
Federal - Aid Primary routes)

- Moderate impact (e.g., principal thoroughfares,
Federal - Aid Urban routes)

- Minimal or no impact (e.g., cul-de-sacs,
subdivision streets)

jurisdiction enacted the optional %5 license plate
infrastructure levy, a user fee, or a dedicated
infrastructure?

2 Points - Two of the above

1 Point

— One of the above

0 Points - None of the above
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ADDENDUM TO THE RATING SYSTEM
DEFINITIONS
CRITERION 2 - CONDITION
Poor -~ Condition is dangerous, unsafe or unusakle
Fair to Poor - Condition is inadegquate or substandard

Fair - Condition is average, not good or poor

CRITERION 5 - ECONOMIC HEALTE
The following factors are used to determine economic health:
1) Median per capita income

2} Per capita assessed valuation of the total community real
estate and personal property

3) Poverty indicators
4) Effective tax rates
5) Total corporate debt as a percentage of assessed valuation

€) Municipal revenues and expenditures per capita

CRITERION 9 - REGIONAL IMPACT

Major impact - Primary water or sewer main serving an
entire system

Moderate impact - Waterline or storm sewer serving only
part of a system

Minimal impact - Individual waterline or storm sewer not
part of a system



